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R3T*TtH 

_ 1 5 R *i 22 TOd, 2004 

, ^^^/2 003-#I <^4) 1963 (1963 TO 38 ) ^ WJ 49 WIW^ Tlftqajf 3T%T 

v BWI ^^/76/2003-^^xft^ 


RrR ^jrt 


ot£*t 

M, 2004 % 153 fcT qif^r) 




*w 5IW>I WHRRUT imRt ^ ftfruPw #g tm=t ^ftsr uSt trf^mr it ^wSrt snrt <trh if ^ % 
TcR TO ^TRT (^t)91 til) ^ 5TRT ^TOTIcf ^ tl 

4 Mfar to ■& gdror 3. to % for 4 srt far to* un?l, sptot % 

WWm HlfteMfl * gptf ^TOT (^3TR) * 3^ - II 3^ 2.3.4 feunft 3 (4?) % 3T#T 

^TfFT ^EJT 4>t '-(R'HI^I 3 iVifoiRacl ^ifclRxfj ^3WT TO^oT TOT# TO JTOTra" foST £ :- 

"M tot nwft ^ urroro ^ totch tfr, ^re 3ffr Trt #roff % c^ro ^ ^ 3 ^ ^ 

TO SiTchal. TOTF % feP? WHIdRd f^ZTT TOcTT t! 

(Vi) 5W <s*ft <pp ^oraK wft roft * crfrrar sira fa* orwr ^ «rrc ^ fc ftnr wwfei fW ^irar % 
i f ^ , w 95 ' J|C1 ‘ IM WH ™ Ra ’rtf ** ftw *mn cw to w? #rauM urrh owrt/$nM *j*ff 

#FTI3ft % TOTOT ^pfiwt 4TO 4 TO?T ^ tor TO ?TTOTT l‘ 


3>1 - ^ Wfe t wnff HfiNTgBR. 7BT ;rcare reifer TOr'^regfeff/^p, ^ n^g, ^ 

TO4>t t^UiPidT % fcPtf ^TO nro STTI 


1010 GI/2004 


(1) 
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3 . 2 . wfira gtpiPrasaf afro? it w M« T m at « nf *fti * M^Vi«>diaf 

£TCT R^cT RR Hc^tH tl 

•4. rot Rt 20 wnn. 2004 ^ imi t tftRxrfttt Rforc 3 ^ efti m *• 

Igfrf ^TcT ^RRTPTRJflM t 

5. ROT t S* RTFT^ RtolT RT^OT * RRRfeTR % Slfateff t ^RoW tl RFcf fM^ ; ^ R# 

m ^ ^ rr *r RMto Rst Rt 3R=R * *sn’*nw I * TO*t fcrtTSe www.tariffauthority.org rr 

tl 


6 . 


^ ROTI cf?r wW % ^kn RRTR eft *l£ ^RTT ^ERT Rt WRIT % Pl*-ifaRgci f^T R^ ttft * : 

(i) % OTTR t RT^vf TO 3TFm ^ R^RR RftftM ^ 

sfk RtTR dmVhfrdfo ff h 3Tjrm RR TRTS-^RR (^OT) % 3HFI RR^ WTOT R^H % fcTR tl 

WriOT %RTR^^ W^T RR WWT RW RRT4 tl 
-qxTR ^)f^M OTIH %. WRTOT RR^TT 5PTR wf R# t! R^^ t, ^ 

eft Rf^TRT OTH * fWfcl t1 if? OTH *•?* TO R^t R#RTR Rf^TTRT ^T TO ^ R^T 

^r 3 fr rtr ^mi t> rrrh t f^ratRcf mR'hih % tl 

(li) RtFT 3NT R^T tft WROT eft ^ R^f^RT f^fcf M ^ MdlcHliTO #RT % fat? 

3T^T ?cTt^f f I ^rfcTR, t RfR ^JT Rt R^RTR Rf^TTRT t R^ RR Uix\ |c| f^RT t 

rllf^ Hft ^cTOIR ?R RTT Rl^lfM aRPfcT Wtraf^T ?f eft MWI RRR m W& ^ * 

nil ^trnfcp #JR^ % toT t, R^nf^T ^?rm % for 3 t ^ sftem 

vjMRlRchcl fgff ^ TR RWIR RR RTRSTR fcFRT % i 

(iii) jtsto sffqf ^3 % wnra^i T WI T fJrw % ^ ^ « 

tl a i t^mara ff t wh % WRicRW ^t Mu irh & wa #l 3?r sntow ^ jw 

^r. M wHt5Rui wffM Ft >m% 'R. »t aw Mfot ^it *i ^ aT te^r ^ O ?w t ^ 
to #mi % ftp? Mft ’un WRieRn jm4 ngf tl ^rerapi <Bt TOf WHlflRn Mn ^ihi * ^ ^ 
TOTtm W * w 

tol t fJt> 53 WFricTfor ^T5TO t; Ft^ M jtbflm ^ TO ^ ^ ^ u<llfl < *’^' 111 


(iv) -tflj'iMW i? 5#(R t qrpi gftai 'if^nm ^ afR aiM «rt% % M -tjsfi^ M % 1 3^T 
TO % 5TRM w 3irqi% mx =iS Ft# t. Mrft; #^nfta ^ w Mr t few* TMrowt, ^ 5^ 
TOtl <R #P# ^ Wim tfcft * STt ('fMrfW ^) ^ 17 ?7T 5ITOf 
grR^ft TRTT SRtF R^t 11 


* St, 1& TO #tai % fin? 5? «isw <r % M nRW W 

t d M<il‘ i <bai 3fi at ftfisti w* w aM t anPra at afeite ^ 17 aftT^OS sri M 77 

RRTR '^IRlf^kl RRftcT % I 3IeTTRT, ^ R>f R^R 3T2TRT 

^qfRFTRjdt % fcfc{cpl1x!rR>R R^ R^t sMTR RxTR R^t % feTR ^^eiFlFFnR R^t Rt^f^lfcRIt R^^RTR 

OT 3Tte RRR^t #HI ft*ft ft RTR^ OTIFT R5t RR WHTdf^ f^RT ^flcR 

t ^ ^hrtr % /OT?/R^t ^ fefcr wm ^tt 11 

4f^ ^XTOWR^ RFf RtFT ^fcfRT YFR <^t MWlRlrf RRIW %> RTR cPFTT t f^ 4X1*1 R^t ^ 

% feK RtTR % RTfT RR ^ #l #R^nfrS R^ ^ ^ fm . ^ ^ ^ HlGlOT ^ 

^R7 3^TTR ^fR R^ r 5V M? ^ ^ 11 RR^, dM^VlRJdfeff % fcR cRRR^ R^TH RW RR TFT 

R5T4 ^ #T cTR) R^5IT RR^ Rif 3TTR?OTn R^f tl 


[ HPT m —4 ] 
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7. 3ft? w^ff it, afk faw-foref % angry n?, g? arfewi % a^eziR-ii 

^ 2.3.4 - WffRNUI OTRf cfft 3T^t 4ft ftwoft 3 ft) % 3T^ ^ (v) aft? (vi) % WT ft f^FTfc^T ftt ^ 4ft 

^llfftd f^)*s' wft 44 ar^ffl^R 45?cTT 1? : 

"( v ) 4>ft) ^ToriTFT vTeRTR 4ft, ftTft ^KTtT 3ft? ^cT3TtCf fttmftf % chKUj gpq^ 44rft ft f^I 

«TT y*4>cTT, ^PTF ftft % fcTV WHTcTRcT f^TT $ I 

(vi) cp^t 44> ^ottpt yrfttwff 44? ft nfrii'cii m ^ ^rjh 4ft wm ftft % fcp? ^n i dRd fft>*rr ^rtt t 

aft? 4[4 cT 4 > c[^ vJf^raFT WdidRd 4# 45? f^T ^TTcfT 44 44> 4F 4f)44T ART WefilM cP4T^ wft #RiTaft 

% 4>r^t yrftfanftf 44 ? ft ^t tor wr TT^crr i" 

^TfjRdK, ar^T^r 
f. %m/m/rv/i 43/03 -amrw] 

TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 22nd March, 2004 

No. TAMP/76V2003-CHPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred under Section 49 of Major Port Trust Act, 1963 (38 
of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby approves insertion of two conditions in the definition of ‘port 
convenience’ in the Scale'of Rates of the Chennai Port Trust as in the order appended hereto. 

SCHEDULE 

Case No: TAMP/76/2003-CHPT 

The Chennai Port Trust - — Applicant 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 15th day of March 2004) 

This case relates to a proposal received from the Chennai Port Trust (CHPT) 
for an amendment to its Scale of Rates relating to the definition of ‘Port Convenience’ to 
regulate shifting charges. 

2* Since the existing definition of Port Convenience as prescribed in the Scale of 

Rates does not cover all types of shifting made by the port in the port's interest, the CHPT has 
proposed to include the following additional clauses in the definition of Port Convenience under 
Note 3(a) in Schedule - 2.3.4 of Chapter - II of its Scale of Rates (SOR): 

“(v). Whenever a vessel is shifted to accommodate another vessel which 
cannot be berthed at other berths due to draft and LOA restrictions. 

(vi). Whenever a vessel is shifted to accommodate another vessel having 
priority at the adjacent berth and unless that vessel is shifted, the 
vessel enjoying priority cannot be berthed at the adjacent berth due to 
length / draft restrictions.” 

3.1. In accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, the proposal of the 

CHPT was forwarded to the concerned port users / representative bodies of port users for their 
comments. 
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3.2 The comments received from the concerned user organizations were 

forwarded to the CHPT as feed back information. The CHPT has responded to the comments 
furnished by the users 

4. A joint hearing in this case was held on 20 February 2004 at the CHPT 
premises in Chennai. At the joint hearing, the CHPT and the concerned users have made their 
submissions. 

5 . The proceedings relating to the consultation in this case are available on 
records at the office of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments 
made by the concerned parties will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details are 
also available at our website www.tariffauthority.org. 

6 . With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of 
this case, the following position emerges: 

& 

(t). The composite pilotage charges prescribed in the Scale of Rates of CHPT is 
for the prescribed services in relation to inward and outward movements and 
one shifting operation at users request inside the breakwater. In case of 
second and subsequent shifting at the request of vessels, shifting charges at 
the prescribed rates are leviable. No such charge is, however, leviable for 
shifting of any vessel for port convenience. In this context, the definition of port 
convenience is prescribed in the Scale of Rates. The existing definition of this 
term in the Scale of Rates of CHPT is in line with that prescribed in the Scale 
of Rates of many other port trusts. 

(ii) The two situations of shifting brought out by the Port are definitely the 
movements required to be made for the operational convenience of the port. 
The CHPT has, therefore, proposed to enlarge the existing definition of port 
convenience so that the vessels if shifted under these two circumstances need 
not pay shifting charges. As pointed out by CHPT, the proposed amendment 
is, therefore, user-friendly and most of the users have endorsed the proposal. 

(iii) . The Madras Chamber of Commerce and Industry has raised a point about 

possible delay to working vessel due to shifting. The decision to shift a vessel 
in operational exigencies rests with the Port. The issue before this Authority is 
to prescribe the charges payable when such shifting is effected. It has already 
been held by this Authority that shifting made for port convenience is not 
chargeable. The issue of where a vessel is to be shifted is an operational 
matter to be taken up with the Port. It is noteworthy that the CHPT has 
assured that it will endeavour to minimize the loss to the vessel shifted. 

(iv) . The Chennai and Ennore Ports Steamer Agents’ Association and Hindustan 

Chamber of Commerce have made suggestions for further simplification of the 
definition of port convenience. It does not appear to be an objection to the 
proposal of the Port as understood by the CHPT which has resulted in its 
outburst of conveying its intention to withdraw the proposal if it is not 
unanimously agreed to. 

Be that as it may, the issue in reference is shifting for port convenience for 
which charges will not be levied. The reasons given by CHPT highlighting the 
issues involved in getting users written consent in all such cases appear to be 
justified. Further, instead of leaving the issue open to the discretion of the port 
or users, it will be more transparent if the circumstances of shifting for port’s 
convenience are listed out in the Scale of Rates. In ahy case; when a vessel is 
shifted at its request, a written requisition is expected to be made by its 
owner/master/agents. 


the users feel that even after the proposed elaboration of the term port 

Sh?rh 1 afl 1 n0t adequately cover some other circumstances of shifting 

ch are for the convenience of the port, they may take up with the port for 

further amendment of the term. The CHPT is advised to consider such 
and In| tiate a suitable proposal for consideration of this Authority, 
he instant proposal which will benefit the users need not, however wait for 
such an exercise to be completed. 

1“.. .. . ,nth a/©suit, and for the reasons stated above, and based on a collective 

application of mind, this Authority approves insertion of the following two conditions as clause 

S<Lt n 7R'S r CH 0 pT 3(a) ° fSChedUle 2 3 - 4 - SChedUle CSw' TZ 


(v). Whenever a vessel is shifted to accommodate another vessel which 
cannot be berthed at other berths, due to draft and LOA restrictions. 

(vi). Whenever a vessel is shifted to accommodate another vessel having 
priority at the adjacent berth and unless that vessel is shifted the 
vessel enjoying priority cannot be berthed at the adjacent berth due to 
length restrictions.” 


A. L. BONGIRWAR, Chairman 
[ADVT. /nmV/143/03-Exty] 
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